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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

STATE OF IDAHO,
Plaintiff-Respondent,
V.

HALLIE ILLEANE SPRAGUE,
Defendant-Appellant.

NOS. 47706-2020, 47707-2020 & 47708-2020
KOOTENAI COUNTY NOS. CR-2015-14700,
CR-2017-11167 & CR-2017-19661
APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Nature of the Case
In the three cases now consolidated on appeal, Hallie Sprague pied guilty to two counts
of possession of a controlled substance and one count of compounding a felony, the district court
imposed a total sentence of 17 years, with 14 years fixed, and Ms. Sprague was ultimately placed
on probation in all three cases.

After Ms. Sprague admitted to violating the terms of her

probation, the district court executed her sentences. Mindful that the district court likely lost
jurisdiction over her first possession of a controlled substance case prior to the order

1

Ms. Sprague now appeals from, Ms. Sprague asserts the district court abused its discretion by
failing to continue her on probation so she could attend a faith-based recovery program.

Statement of the Facts & Course of Proceedings
In 2015, the State filed an information charging Ms. Sprague with possession of
methamphetamine with the intent to deliver. (R. 4 7706, pp.46-4 7.) Ms. Sprague pied guilty to
an amended charge of possession of a controlled substance, admitted to violating the terms of her
probation stemming from a 2007 possession of a controlled substance case, 1 and the district court
sentenced Ms. Sprague to a unified term of seven years, with four years fixed, with the court
retaining jurisdiction. (R. 47706, pp.48-55.) Ms. Sprague successfully completed her rider, and
the district court placed her on probation. (R. 47706, pp.56-62.)
While on probation, Ms. Sprague was charged by information with burglary, and was
alleged to be a persistent violator.

(R. 47707, pp.54-55.)

The State also alleged that

Ms. Sprague violated the terms of her probation, by committing this new crime.
pp.74-76.)

(R. 47706,

Ms. Sprague pied guilty to an amended charge of compounding a felony, and

admitted to violating the terms of her probation.

(R. 47706, pp.77-80; R. 47707, pp.56-63.)

Prior to her sentencing and disposition hearing, Ms. Sprague was charged with two additional
counts of possession of a controlled substance and one count of possession of paraphernalia, and
she was again alleged to be a persistent violator. (R. 47708, pp.84-86.) 2 Ms. Sprague pied guilty
to one count of possession of a controlled substance and possession of paraphernalia, and the

1

The 2007 case is not a subject of this appeal.
Ms. Sprague was also alleged to have again violated the terms of her probation by picking up
the new charges, an additional driving without privileges charge, failing to submit to drug and
alcohol testing, and by changing residences without prior approval. (R. 47706, pp.84-93.) It
appears the State did not further pursue these additional probation violation allegations, as
Ms. Sprague had already admitted to violating her probation by committing the crime of
compounding a felony. (R. 4 7706, pp. I 03-06.)

2

2

State dismissed the remaining charge and the persistent violator allegation. (R. 47708, pp.8895.)
The district court revoked probation in the first possession of a controlled substance case
and executed the previously imposed seven-year sentence, with four years fixed, executed a
consecutive three-year fixed term for the compounding a felony conviction, and executed a
consecutive seven-year fixed term for the second possession of a controlled substance
conviction, for a total unified term of 17 years, with 14 years fixed. (R. 47706, pp.108-10, 12325; R. 47707, pp.100-02, 117-19; R. 47708, pp.97-99, 113-15.)3 One day after the court entered
its judgments, Ms. Sprague filed a Rule 35 motion requesting the court place her in mental health
or drug court, or reduce her sentences. (R. 47706, pp.112-22; R. 47707, pp.106-16; R. 47708,
pp.102-12.) Four months later, the district court held a hearing on Ms. Sprague's Rule 35
motions, granting relief by retaining jurisdiction in all three cases so that Ms. Sprague could
participate in an additional rider. (R. 47706, pp.130-33; R. 47707, pp.124-27; R. 47708, pp.12021.) Ms. Sprague successfully completed her rider program and the district court again placed
her on probation in all three cases.

(R. 47706, pp.140-49; R. 47707, pp.140-49, R. 47708,

pp.128-37.)
In September of 2019, the State filed a motion for a probation violation alleging that
Ms. Sprague violated the terms of her probation because she was removed from the Mental
Health Court program after she had unauthorized contact with her adult son, in violation of the
terms of the program.

(R. 47706, pp.154-91; R. 47707, pp.153-90; R. 47708, pp.142-79.)

3

The judgment of conviction erroneously described the sentence imposed for the second
possession of a controlled substance conviction as "fixed term of SEVEN (7) years followed by
an indeterminate term of ZERO (0) years, for a total term not to exceed THREE (3) years," but
the district court eventually entered an amended judgment accurately describing the court's
pronouncement of a seven-year fixed term. See 47708, pp.97-99, 113-15.
3

Ms. Sprague admitted violating the terms of her probation, and her attorney asked the district
court to allow Ms. Sprague to remain on probation and participate in the Good Samaritan
Program, to again retain jurisdiction, or to reduce the fixed portion of her sentences. (Tr., p.3,
L.10 - p.6, L.5; p.8, L.24 - p.10, L.19.) Ms. Sprague herself asked the court to allow her to
attend the faith-based program offered through the Good Samaritan Program. (Tr. p.10, L.22 p.11, L.7.)
The district court denied Ms. Sprague's request, revoked her probation, and executed her
sentences. (R. 47706, p.197-99; R. 47707, pp.196-98; R. 47708, pp.185-87; Tr., p.11, L.8 p.12, L.2.) Ms. Sprague filed timely notices of appeal in all three cases. (R. 47706, pp.200-02;
R. p.47707, pp.199-201; R. 47708, pp.188-90.)

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it revoked Ms. Sprague's probation, denying her
the ability to participate in the Good Samaritan Program?

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abuse Its Discretion When It Revoked Ms. Sprague's Probation, Denying Her
The Ability To Participate In The Good Samaritan Program
Mindful that the district court likely lost jurisdiction over her first possession case, 4
Ms. Sprague asserts that, given any view of the facts, the district court abused its discretion by
revoking her probation in all three cases, thus denying her ability to participate in the Good
4

The district court first revoked Ms. Sprague' s probation in her 2015 possession of a controlled
substance case on January 23, 2018. (R. 47706, pp.108-110.) Although she timely filed her
Rule 35 motion one day later (R. 47706, pp.112-22), the district court did not rule upon that
motion until 120 days later (R. 4 7706, pp.130-33). Idaho Criminal Rule 35 grants a district court
discretion to reduce a defendant's sentence upon a motion filed with in 14 days of the district
court's order revoking probation. I.C.R. 35. The court loses jurisdiction, however, if the court
does not act within a reasonable time after the expiration of the time allotted to file the motion.
See State v Chapman, 121 Idaho 351, 354 (1991).
4

Samaritan Program. When a probationer admits to willfully violating the terms of her probation,
the district court has broad discretion in determining the appropriate sanction, considering the
nature of the offense, the character of the offender, and the protection of the public interest. The
governing criteria or objectives of criminal punishment are: (1) protection of society; (2)
deterrence of the individual and the public generally; (3) the possibility ofrehabilitation; and (4)
punishment or retribution for wrongdoing.
Ms. Sprague has long suffered from a variety of substance abuse, mental health, and
physical health issues. As a child, Ms. Sprague suffered physical, sexual, and emotional abuse at
the hands of her step-father, and sexual abuse at the hands of a cousin and a neighbor. (PSI
47708, p.6.) As a result, she started suffering mental health related issues at

, and by

she was diagnosed with bipolar disorder, dissociative disorder, agoraphobia, and what she
described as '"Psychotic and Schizophrenic Disorder."' (PSI 47708, p.6.) In a 2018 evaluation,
Ms. Sprague described "feelings of 'helplessness, hopelessness, and depression,"' and she was
diagnosed with bipolar disorder with possible psychotic features, schizoaffective disorder, and
posttraumatic stress disorder. (PSI 47708, pp.8, 13.)
Considering her childhood trauma and mental health issues, it is no surpnse that
Ms. Sprague has had a long battle with addiction. Ms. Sprague has at various times abused
alcohol, marijuana, methamphetamine, cocaine, and LSD, but heroin was her drug of choice.
(PSI 47707, pp.20-21.) Ms. Sprague recognized that her substance abuse caused her '"legal
problems, health issues, [and the] loss of trust with some family,"' and she recognized that she
needed '"structure and counselling"' in order to remain sober. (PSI 47707, p.20.) Ms. Sprague's
drug use undoubtedly contributed to and exacerbated some of her physical ailments, which

5

include Hepatitis C, Asthma, Hypothyroid, Human papillomavirus, and COPD.

(PSI 47707,

pp.17-19.)
Ms. Sprague asserts that, in light of her physical and mental health issues, coupled with a
desire for treatment to deal with the underlying drug issues that landed her in the criminal justice
system in the first place, the district court abused its discretion by failing to continue her on
probation in order to allow her to participate in the faith-based Good Samaritan Program. See

State v. Nice, 103 Idaho 89 (1982); Hollon v. State, 132 Idaho 573 (1999).

CONCLUSION
Ms. Sprague respectfully requests that this Court remand her case to the district court
with instructions that it place her on probation so she can attend the Good Samaritan program.
DATED this 28 th day of July, 2020.

/ s/ Jason C. Pintler
JASON C. PINTLER
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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